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DETAILED ACTION 
Oath/Declaration 

1 . The "Title of the Application" on the declaration contains misspelling(s): Chassis is 
misspelled "Chasis". A new oath or declaration in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .67(a) is 
required. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a). The drawings must show every feature 
of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the "at least one computer component" of 
claim 8, the "hollow tab configured to fit around a perimeter of the rounded portions of the 
chassis frame" of claim 10, the "convex surface on an upwardly facing plane of the frame 
wherein the convex surface is configured to support a chassis cover" of claim 12, and the 
"plurality of drives of different sizes" of claim 14 must be shown or the feature(s) canceled 
from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

3. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the 
Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, 
even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended 
drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the 
appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the 
remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description 
of the several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be 
necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted 
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after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either 
"Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not 
accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required 
corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in 
abeyance. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claim 14 is objected to because of the following informalities: The phrase "an interface 
structures" is grammatically incorrect. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

6. Claims 10 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described 
in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or 
with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. The phrases 
"wherein the removable structure includes a hollow tab configured to fit around a perimeter 
of the rounded portions of the chassis frame," of claim 10, and "having a convex surface on 
an upward facing plane of the frame wherein the convex surface is configured to support a 
chassis cover," of claim 12, are not described in the specification in such a way as to enable 
one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and/or use the invention. 
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7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming 
the subject matter that the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Claim 3 recites the limitation "the rail" on page 7. There is insufficient antecedent basis for 
this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

10. Claims 1-2, 4-6, and 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Cook 
• (U.S. Patent 6,053,586). 

Regarding claim 1: In Fig. 2, Cook shows a chassis frame (10) having a load-bearing surface 
(12), and one or more rounded portions (P) on the load-bearing surface (12), each rounded 
portion (P) protruding upwardly from the load-bearing surface (12) and configured to support 
a chassis cover installed on the chassis frame (10). 

Regarding claim 2: In Fig. 2, Cook shows a chassis frame (10) as described in claim 1 . The 
phrase "for a small form factor computer" constitutes intended use and is given no patentable 
weight. 

Regarding claim 4: In Fig. 2, Cook shows a chassis frame (10) as described in claim 1, 
wherein each rounded portion (P) has a flat top surface (F) to support a chassis cover. 
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Regarding claim 5: In Fig. 2, Cook shows a chassis frame (10) as described in claim 1, 
wherein each rounded portion (P) is formed integrally into the load-bearing surface (12) on 
the computer chassis frame (10). 

Regarding claim 6: In Fig. 2, Cook shows a chassis frame (10) as described in claim 1, 
wherein each rounded portion (P) is mounted to the load-bearing surface (12) of the 
computer chassis frame (10). 

Regarding claim 12: In Fig. 2, Cook shows computer chassis frame (10) having a convex 
surface (?) on an upward facing plane (12) of the frame (10), wherein the convex surface is 
configured to support a chassis cover installed on the chassis frame. The phrase "to support a 
chassis cover installed on the chassis frame" constitutes intended use and is given no 
patentable weight. 

Regarding claim 13: In Fig. 2, Cook shows a computer chassis frame (10) and means for 
supporting (P) the chassis cover when fitted over the computer chassis frame. In Fig. 3, 
Cook shows a chassis cover (22) for fitting over the computer chassis frame (10). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

11. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

a. A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lin (U.S. Patent 
6,754,071), in view of Cook (U.S. Patent 6,053,586). In Fig. 1, Lin shows computer chassis 
apparatus (200) comprising a chassis frame (200) having a load-bearing surface (262), but 
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lacks one or more rounded portions on the load-bearing surface, each rounded portion 
protruding upwardly from the load-bearing surface and configured to support a chassis cover 
installed on the chassis frame. In Fig. 2, Cook teaches computer chassis apparatus (10) 
comprising a chassis frame (10) having a load-bearing surface (12) with one or more rounded 
portions (P) on the load-bearing surface (12), each rounded portion (P) protruding upwardly 
from the load-bearing surface (12) and configured to support a chassis cover installed on the 
chassis frame. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to 
add the one or more rounded portions of Cook to the load-bearing surface of Lin in order to 
support a chassis cover. 

13. Claims 3 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cook (U.S. 
Patent 6,053,586), in view of Jeong (U.S. Patent 6,406,624). 

Regarding claim 3: In Fig. 2, Cook shows the computer chassis apparatus (10) of claim 1, 
wherein the load-bearing surface (12) of the chassis frame (10) includes a plurality of 
rounded portions (P) protruding upwardly from the load-bearing surface (12) but lacks a rail. 
In Fig. 1, Jeong teaches a rail (40) as part of a computer chassis (20). It would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to incorporate the rail of Jeong with 
the chassis and plurality of rounded portions of Cook in order to reinforce the load-bearing 
. surface of the computer chassis. 

Regarding claim 15: In Fig. 2, Cook shows the computer chassis apparatus (10) of claim 1, 
but lacks a load-bearing surface comprising a rail bordering the top of the chassis frame. In 
Fig. 1, Jeong teaches a rail (40) bordering the top of a chassis frame (20). It would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to incorporate the load-bearing rail of 
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Jeong with the chassis and plurality of rounded portions of Cook in order to reinforce the 
load-bearing surface of the computer chassis. 
14. Claims 7-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lin (U.S. Patent 
6,754,071), in view of Cook (U.S. Patent 6,053,586), as applied to claim 1 above, and further 
in view of Chang (U.S. Patent 5,164,886). 

Regarding claim 7: In Fig. 1, Lin, as modified by Cook, shows the apparatus of claim 1, but 
lacks a removable structure adapted to be installed within a computer chassis and fit with at 
least some of the rounded portions of the chassis frame. In Fig. 1, Chang teaches a 
removable structure (6) adapted to be installed within a computer chassis (2) with tabs (60) 
and apertures (601) able to fit with at least some of the rounded portions of the chassis frame. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
incorporate the removable structure of Chang with the apparatus of Lin, as modified by 
Cook, in order to provide a removable structure to house computer components. 
Regarding claim 8: In Fig. 1, Lin, as modified by Cook and Chang, shows the apparatus of 
claim 7, wherein the removable structure is configured to house at least one computer 
component. 

Regarding claim 9: In Fig. 1, Lin, as modified by Cook and Chang, shows the apparatus of 
claim 7, wherein the removable structure receives the rounded portions of the chassis frame 
to secure the removable structure. 

Regarding claim 10: In Fig. 1, Lin, as modified by Cook and Chang, shows the apparatus of 
claim 7, wherein the removable structure includes a hollow tab configured to fit around a 
perimeter of the rounded portions of the chassis frame, as best understood. 
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Regarding claim 1 1 : In Fig. 1 , Lin, as modified by Cook and Chang, shows the apparatus of 
claim 7, wherein the removable structure is laterally restrained by the rounded portions when 
installed on the chassis frame. 
15. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lin (U.S. Patent 
6,754,071), in view of Cook (U.S. Patent 6,053,586), and further in view of Chang (U.S. 
Patent 5,164,886). In Fig. 1, Lin shows a computer chassis apparatus (200) comprising a 
computer chassis frame (200) with at least two upward facing surfaces (262), but lacks a 
plurality of oblong rounded domes formed into the upward facing surfaces of the computer 
chassis frame and distributed evenly along the surfaces, a removable drive frame for 
supporting a plurality of drives of different sizes adapted to be installed within the computer 
chassis, the removable drive frame comprising an interface structures corresponding to each 
rounded dome, each interface structure fitted to each rounded dome. In Fig. 2, Cook teaches 
a plurality of oblong rounded domes (P) formed into the upward facing surface (12) of a 
computer chassis frame (10). In Fig. 1, Chang teaches a removable drive frame (6) adapted 
to be installed within a computer chassis (2), the removable drive frame (6) comprising 
interface structures (60, 601) capable of interfacing with rounded domes. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to evenly distribute the 
plurality of oblong rounded domes of Cook on the upwardly facing surfaces of Lin in order 
to support a cover and provide means for restraining a removable drive support. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to incorporate 
the removable drive frame of Chang with the chassis of Lin, as modified by Cook, in order to 
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support a plurality of drives of different sizes. The phrase "for a form factor computer" 
constitutes intended use and is given no patentable weight. 
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Conclusion 



16. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Ho c 219, Toor, Dewey, Ho '804, McAnally, Cook c 532, Liao, Chen c 777, Wang, 
Cheng, c 267, Cheng c 686, Yu '178, Chen '179, Lane, Navia, Radloff, Mroz, Gebara, 
Johnson, Chen '818, Chen '238, Gan, Chen '653, Chen '039, Chen '442, Ho '515, Yu '977, 
Liu, and Su all show aspects of the current invention. 

17. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to James T. Nelson whose telephone number is (571) 272-1491 . The 
examiner can normally be reached M-F 9:00am - 5:30pm. 

18. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Lanna Mai can be reached on (571) 272-6867. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

19. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access 
to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 
(toll-free). 
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